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STILL  NO  FOOD  FOR  STARVING  EUROPE 

The  Gillette-Taft  bill  (S. Res. 100)  text  of  which  was  contained  in  News  Letter 
No.  1,  for  feeding  Europe  now  along  the  lines  of  relief  being  supplied  in 
Greece  at  the  present  time,  is  slated  for  action,  probably  on  December  15th, 
by  the  Subcommittee  which  conducted  recent  hearings.  The  testimony  given 
during  the  four  days  of  public  hearings  by  Herbert  Hoover,  James  Wood  Johnson, 
Clarence  E.  Pickett,  Howard  E.  Kershner,  Dorothy  Detzer,  Roswell  P.  Barnes, 
Therese  Bonnet  and  others  ’s.  being  printed  and  can  be  obtained  from  the  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  Capitol  Building,  Washington 
D.  C.  It  is  not  certain  at  this  time  whether  hearings  will  be  conducted  by 
the  House  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  or  not. 

Even  if  this  bill  were  voted  out  of  the  Senate  Committee  and  were  to  pass 
both  Houses  of  Congress,  the  resolution  is  only  advisory  and  still  leaves  the 
final  decision  in  the  hands  of  the  administrative  departments  of  the  American 
and  British  Governments.  Therefore,  favorable  action  by  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  letters  are  now  being  addressed  by  many  people, 
and  the  concurrence  of  the  British  Government  will  be  necessary  if  any  pro¬ 
gram  of  feeding  is  undertaken.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  shipping  in  many  tons  of  food  parcels  a  month  for  the  British  pri¬ 
soners  of  war  in  Germany,  but ’have  been  unwilling  so  far  to  relax  the  blockade 
for  food  shipments  to  the  women  and  children  of  occupied  Europe.  On  November 
27,  the  Catholic  Bishops  of  the  United  States  added  their  strong  approval  to 
the  very  impressive  support  already  voiced  in  behalf  of  this  measure  in  a 
letter  from  Msgr.  Michael  J.  Ready,  general  secretary  of  the  National  Catholic 
Welfare  Conference.  The  case  for  feeding  Europe  now  and  an  examination  of 
the  various  difficulties  has  been  set  forth  by  Howard  E.  Kershner  in  a  book. 
One  Humanity,  Just  published  by  G.  P.  Putnams’s  Sons,  New  York  City  ($1.25). 

REPEAL  OF  THE  CHINESE  EXCLUSION  ACTS 

The  Senate  by  voice  vote  on  November  26  passed  the  bill  repea  ling  the  Chinese 
Exclusion  Acts  and  the  measure  has  gone  to  the  White  House  for  the  President’s 
signature.  As  the  previous  Letter  pointed  out,  while  this  bill  admits  the 
Chinese  on  a  quota  basis  and  makes  them  eligible  for  American  citizenship,  it 
does  not  provide  for  non-quota  numbers  for  wives  of  American  citizens  as  is 
done  for  other  countries  in  the  1924  legislation, so  that  it  vill  not  operate 
to  re-unite  families.  Nor  is  the  quota  basis  extended  to  the  peoples  of  In¬ 
dia,  Burma,  Malaya,  Thailand,  Korea  and  Japan. 

PUBLIC  OPINION  DIVIDED  ON  POST  V/AR  CONSCRIPTION 

According  to  the  New  York  Times  of  November  28,  about  half  the  high  school 
boys  of  this  country  favor  post  war  compulsory  military  service,  as  indicated 
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in  the  survey  made  public  by  the  Institute  of  Student  Opinion,  a  national  or¬ 
ganization  sponsored  by  Scholastic  I^tlagazine.  47^^  expressed  approval,  45^ 
were  opposed,  and  8^  had  no  opinion.  Girls,  on  the  other  hand,  rejected  the 
proposal  by  59^;  31^  of  the  girls  favored,  and  10^  had  no  opinion.  The  ques¬ 
tion  was  phrased,  ’’Are  you  in  favor  of  a  year’s  compulsory  military  service 
by  17-  to  21-year-old  boys  after  the  war?”  Their  question  referred  to  the 
bill  in  Congress  proposed  by  Congressman  Andrew  J.  May  of  the  House  Military 
Affairs  Committee.  The  Institute  of  Student  Opinion,  which  has  a  membership 
of  1326  high  school  newspapers,  conducted  its  survey  among  129,950  students 
representing  all  parts  of  the  country.  Of  the  79,549  boys  and  girls  who 
voted  ”no"  or  "no  opinion"  on  the  question  of  compulsory  military  service, 
82^  favored  voluntary  military  service,  12^  disapproved  and  5^  had  no  opinion. 

Dr.  George  Gallup,  Director  of  the  American  Institute  of  Public  Opinion,  re¬ 
leased  on  November  16  the  result  of  a  poll  in  which  this  question  was  asked, 
"After  the  war  is  over,  do  you  think  every  young  man  should  be  required  to 
serve  one  year  in  the  army  or  navy?”  Today,  according  to  this  poll,  62)% 
would  approve  such  training,  29%  would  disapprove,  and  6f%  were  undecided. 
This  is  in  contrast  to  the  attitude  in  1939  to  a  similar  question,  when  37^ 
indicated  their  approval,  58^  disapproved  and  5%  were  undecided.  Since  such 
post  war  conscription  could  be  enforced  by  merely  extending  the  date  of  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  present  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  from  May  15,  1945 
to  1950  or  1955,  these 'polls,  so  far  as  they  may  be  representative  of  Amer¬ 
ican  opinion,  reveal  the  amount  of  education  needed  to  overcome  the  threat 
of  peace  time  military  conscription.  These  polls  also  emphasize  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  finding  an  adequate  solution  of  the  problem  of  security  so  that  con¬ 
scription  will  not  be  advocated  for  that  purpose. 

DEBATE  COiiONG  ON  REPEAL  OF  THE  POLL  TAX 

The  Poll  Tax  is  a  head  tax  levied  on  the  right  to  vote  in  eight  Southern 
states  -  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Georgia,  Mississippi,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas  and  Virginia.  The  bill  (H.R.7)  to  repeal  the  poll  tax  was  passed  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  May  25,  1943  by  a  vote  of  265  to  110,  and  was 
reported  out  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  November  12th.  It  is  now  on 
the  Senate  Calendar  and  the  backers  of  the  bill,  led  by  Senator  Van  Nuys  of 
Indiana  and  Senator  Mead  of  New  York,  expect  to  call  it  up  for  consideration 
after  the  Christmas  recess.  Twelve  executives  of  national  labor  organiza¬ 
tions  have  called  for  a  cloture  vote  if  necessary  to  close  debate  and  force 
a  Senate  vote  on  the  measure,  if  the  sixteen  Southern  Senators  from  the  poll 
tax  states  carry  out  their  threat  of  unlimited  filibuster  against  the  bill. 

Issues  Involved 

The  following  arguments  are  among  those  advanced  in  favor  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion.  Herbert  Agar,  editor  of  the  Louisville  Courier-Journal,  in  his  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  Senate  Judiciary  Subcommittee,  said  that  the  poll  tax  ”is  a 
symbol  of  undemocracy  in  a  world  which  must  stand  or  fall  by  its  fidelity  to 
the  democratic  creed.  The  result  of  a  poll  tax  is  to  keep  the  poor  from 
voting,  or  to  keep  the  Negroes  from  voting,  or  both.  If  you  keep  the  poor 
from  voting,  you  make  a  joke  of  Jefferson.  If  you  keep  the  Negroes  from 
voting,  you  make  a  joke  of  Lincoln.  If  you  do  both  these  things  at  the  same 
time,  you  may  make  a  joke  of  the  American  idea.” 
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Proponents  of  the  hill  estloiate  that  the  poll  tax  disfranchises  10  million 
^erican  citizens.  it  permits  the  seating  of  50  representatives  who  were 
elected  by  a  total  of  fewer  votes  than  were  cast  in  electing  one  Illinois 
Congressman  (Jidr.  Schuetz) .  In  1942  the  average  vote  cast  in  a  poll  tax  Con¬ 
gressional  election  was  10,500  or  three  per  cent  of  the  population.  In  the 
average  non-poll  tax  district,  seven  times  as  many  persons  voted  --  77,800 
persons,  or  25  per  cent  of  the  population.  Of  the  79  poll  tax  Congressmen 
60  had  no  opposition  in  the  1942  election.  Eight  Congressmen  from  the  states 
of  South  Carolina,  Georgia  and  Mississippi  were  elected  by  a  vote  of  only 
one  per  cent  of  the  population  in  their  district.  "Cotton  Ed"  Smith  of  South 
Carolina,  for  example,  secured  the  votes  of  only  2  per  cent  of  his  people  to 
assure  his  re-election  as  Senator  in  1938  for  the  sixth  time. 


It  is  claimed  that  through  lack  of  opposition,  long  and  secure  tenure  and 
the  operation  in  Congress  of  the  principle  of  seniority,  representatives  and 
senators  from  poll  tax  states  control  a  major  share  of  principal  committee 
positions,  and  exercise  a  reactionary  domination  of  parliamentary  procedure. 
Of  the  24  major  committees  of  the  House  and  Senate,  10  have  poll  tax  chair¬ 
men,  and  14  have  poll  taxers  as  the  next  ranking  member.  Likewise,  in  Con¬ 
ference  Committees  consisting  of  three  or  more  members  from  each  House  to 
decide  matters  on  which  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  have  disagreed,  the  in¬ 
fluence  is  similarly  strong.  Frequently  these  Conference  Committees,  which 
are  held  in  secret,  involve  decisions  on  highly  controversial  and  important 
issues,  and  no  record  is  made  public  of  individual  votes. 


Three  southern  states  have  already  gotten  rid  of  the  poll  tax.  In  the  other 
eight  southern  states,  it  is  embedded  in  almost  impossible -to -amend  State 
Constitutions.  When  the  Tennessee  legislature  repealed  the  poll  tax,  the 
State  Supreme  Court  invalidated  the  measure. 

The  National  Committee  to  Abolish  the  Poll  Tax,  10  Independence  Avenue,  Wash¬ 
ington  4,  D.  C.,  has  compiled  a  free  57-page  handbook,  "Why  the  Poll  Tax  is 
a  National  Issue"  which  includes  a  history  of  the  poll  tax,  an  analysis  of 
of  the  issues  involved,  and  a  summary  of  the  efforts  to  have  it  repealed. 

Constitutional  Issues 


Voting  -  Section  1  of  the  14th  Amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  reads  as  follows: 


"All  persons  born  or  naturalized  in  the  United  States,  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  thereof,  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  State  wherein  they  reside.  No  State  shall  make  or  enforce  any 
law  which  shall  abridge  the  privileges  or  immunities  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  nor  shall  any  State  deprive  any  person  of  life, 
liberty,  or  property,  without  due  process  of  law;  nor  deny  to  any 
person  within  its  jurisdiction  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws." 


In  a  report  submitted  by  Senator  Norris  from  the  Committee  of  the 
October  27,  1942,  It  v.as  stated,  "It  is  quite  Clear  that^the  So-called  poll 
tax  laws  do  abridge  the  privileges  a  ad  ionunlttes  of  the  citizens  of  the 

United  States." 
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Apnort ionment  -  The  xruinber  :of  each  state's  representatives  to  Congress  under 
our  Constitution  is  apportioned  according  to  its  population. 
However,  the  second  section  of  the  14th  Amendment  provides  that  "when  the 
right  to  vote  ...  is  denied  to  axiy  of  the  male  inhabitants  of  such  state  ... 
or  in  any  way  abridged  ...  the  basis  of  representation  shall  be  reduced  in 
proportion." 

This  clause  in  the  Constitution  has  been  persistently  disregarded,  but  if  it 
were  to  be  applied  to  these  eight  poll  tax  states,  it  is  estimated  that  they 
would  have  only  23  Congressmen  instead,  of  the  present  79.  Instead  of  the  95 
electors  in  the  electoral  college  for  the  election  of  the  President  they 
would  bo  entitled  to  only  39  electors. 

Conflict  with  laws  these  States  to  the.. Union  -  The  above-men¬ 

tioned  report 

stLbmltted  by  former  Senator  Norris  further  declares  that  many  of  the  consti¬ 
tutional  amendments  in  these  states  providing  for  the  poll  tax  "are  in  direct 
conflict  with  the  statutes  under  which  these  states  wore  re-odmitted  to  the 
Union  under  the  Act  of  Congress  of  Juno  26,  1870"  after  the  Civil  War.  The 
provision  which  refers  to  Virginia  reads  as  follows: 

"The  Constitution  of  Virginia  shall  never  bo  so  amended  or  changed  as 
to  deprive  any  citizen  or  class  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  the 
right  to  vote,  who  are  entitled  to  vote  by  the  constitution  herein  re¬ 
cognized,  except  as  punishment  for  such  crimes  as  are  now  felonies  at 
common  law  ..." 

Opposition  to  Poll  Tax  Repeal 


-  Those  irtio  oppose  the  repeal  of  the  poll  tax  center  their  op¬ 
position  mainly  on  constitutional  grounds.  Mark  Sullivan 
wri%»8  in  the  Washington  Post.  November  17,  1943: 


"The  issue  affects  the  American  structure  of  government  more  profound¬ 
ly  than  any  other  proposal  before  this  or  any  recent  Congress  ....  The 
poll  tax,  as  a  qualification  for  voting,  is  an  exercise  of  the  func¬ 
tions  of  State  Grovemments  ....  The  present  proposal  would  take  part 
of  this  function  away  from  the  States  ....  By  that  principle  and  pre¬ 
cedent,  if  now  established.  Congress  could  change  any  voting  qualifi¬ 
cation  in  any  State  ....  This  proposal  ...  comes  at  a  time  when  there 
is  already  serious  anxiety  about  the  extent  to  which  the  Federal  Cov- 
emment,  during  the  past  few  years,  has  intruded  upon  the  State," 

The  Austin,  Texas,  Statesman  on  Novorabor  24,  1943,  in  an  editorial  article 

by  Raymond  Brooks  says: 


"The  Federal  Constitution  not  only  did  not  assiime  to  say  who  should 
vote,  but  ojqjTossly  declares  that  the  qualifications  of  voters  shall 
be  determined  by  the  States  themselves. 


"Thus,  a  Federal  law  attempting  to  overrido  State  lawg  and  constitu¬ 
tional  provisions  would  seem  to  be  void.  Under  the  theory  of  the  res¬ 
ervation  of  powers,  it  would  bo  void,  if  the  Federal  Constitution  said 
nothing,  but  with  affirmative  language  in  that  Constitution,  the  case 
soems  doubly  strong.” 
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Senator  0 ’Mahoney  of  Wyoming  has  announced  his  intention  to  introduce  a  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  constitutional  amendment  to  abolish  the  poll  tax,  which  ha  be¬ 
lieves  is  the  only  proper  way  to  change  the  situation.  Advocates  of  the  poll 
tax  repeal  argue  that  this  is  unnecessary,  that  repeal  of  the  poll  tax  vio¬ 
lates  no  real  constitutional  rights,  and  that  if  five  states  plus  the  poll  tax 
states  refuse  to  ratify  the  constitutional  amendment  it  would  make  the  rati¬ 
fication  impossible,  and  that  in  only  two  states  is  there  a  serious  move  from 
within  to  do  away  with  the  tax. 

Senator  Bilbo  of  Mississippi  said  in  the  Senate  on  November  12,  "I  want  to 
serve  notice  on  Senators  who  are  inclined  to  vote  for  the  anti-poll  tax  bill 
that  the  passage  of  the  bill  will  not  qualify  a  single  solitary  Negro  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  to  vote.  We  do  not  eliminate  the  Negroes  from  the  ballot  box  through 
the  poll-tax  qualifications.  It  is  done  by  another  provision  of  the  Consti¬ 
tution  of  the  State.” 

LOTTERIES  FOR  REVENUE 


Senator  Joseph  F.  Guffey  of  Pennsylvania  introduced,  on  December  1st,  S.1560 
which  would  authorize  the  Treasury  to  conduct  bi-monthly  lotteries  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  an  estimated  sum  of  5  billion  dollars  as  voluntary  contri¬ 
butions  to  aid  in  prosecuting  the  war.  Drawings  would  be  held  each  two  months 
patterned  after  the  Irish  Sweepstakes.  For  each  million  dollars  of  certifi¬ 
cates  distributed,  at  two  dollars  each,  the  rewards  would  be  in  bonds  ranging 
from  50  thousand  dollars  for  the  first  reward  down  to  1000  rewards  of  $100 
each.  Such  certificates  would  be  made  available  for  distribution  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  through  charitable,  fraternal,  philanthropic,  church  or  other  religious, 
choral  or  other  organizations,  and  through  such  public  agencies  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  may  designate.  V^/hen  the  distributing  agency  is  a  pri¬ 
vate  organization,  it  may  retain  2^  of  the  face  amount  of  all  certificates 
distributed.  This  bill  is  not  expected  to  receive  much  support  in  Congress. 

REPEAL  OF  C.O.  RIDER  PASSES  SENATE 

On  December  8,  the  Senate  passed  an  amendment  to  the  deficiency  appropria¬ 
tions  bill  which  would  lift  the  prohibition  on  training  and  sending  abroad 
I7-E  men  (conscientious  objectors)  for  relief  purposes  when  such  instruction 
or  relief  service  is  paid  for  by  a  religious  or  philanthropic  agency. 

The  amendment  as  offered  by  Senator  Elmer  Thomas  of  Oklahoma  and  by  Senator 
Gerald  P,  Nye  of  North  Dakota,  members  of  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Deficiency 
Appropriations,  reads  as  follows; 

”Nothiag  contained  in  this  Act  or  in  the  Act  entitled  ’An  Act  making 
appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1944,  and  for  other  purposes,’  approved  July  1,  1943, 
shall  be  construed  to  prevent  or  to  interfere  with  the  instruction, 
education,  training,  transportation,  or  service  of  class  IV-E  con¬ 
scientious  objectors  within  or  outside  of  the  United  States,  its  Ter¬ 
ritories  and  possessions,  when  such  instruction,  education,  training, 
transportation,  or  service  is  conducted  and  paid  for  by  a  religious  or 
philanthropic  agency  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  relief  opera tiems, 
or  to  prevent  persons  paid  from  appropriations  made  by  the  said  Acts 
from  incidentally  facilitating  the  said  instruction,  education,  train¬ 
ing,  transportation,  and  relief  services." 
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Since  this  amendncnt  was  not  in  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House  of  Represen¬ 
tatives,  the  measure  now  goes  to  the  Conference  Conanittee  of  the  two  Houses 
and  then,  if  reported  out,  must  again  pass  both  Houses  of  Congress  before  it 
becomes  a  law.  Then  if  Selective  Service  approves  and  the  State  Department 
issues  passports,  it  would  clear  the  way  to  send  70  trained  ambulance  drivers, 
classified  IV-H  as  conscientious  objectors,  to  serve  with  the  Friends  Ambu¬ 
lance  Unit  in  China,  as  has  been  requested  by  the  Chinese  authorities.  This 
proposal  has  been  approved  by  Major  General  Kirk,  Surgeon-General  of  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States  army,  and  by  Lieutenant  General  Stilwell,  Commander  of  the  United 
Stater  army  in  China.  This  request  was  endorsed  by  General  Loo  Chi  Deh, 
Surgeon-General  of  the  Chinese  army,  and  cleared  with  the  President  and  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  iitimson,  and  with  Major-General  Hershey,  head  of  Selective 
Service, 

The  Friends  Ambulance  Unit  of  approximately  90  men  now  in  China  is  composed 
of  British,  Canadian  and  American  members.  Since  the  unit  went  to  China  it 
has  lest  four  men  by  death  and  six  have  been  invalided  home.  They  have  been 
engag,ed  in  transportation  of  drugs  and  medical  supplies,  first  on  the  Burma 
Road  until  it  was  closed,  and  now  in  the  interior  of  China.  In  •^ane  1943  a 
clause  was  attached  to  the  Military  appropriations  Act  stating  that  none  of 
the  military  appropriations  should  be  used  for  overseas  service  of  men  class¬ 
ified  as  IV -S,  nor  should  such  funds  be  used  for  the  compensation  of  persons 
assisting  in  their  training,  transportation,  and  relief  work.  The  Friends 
Ambulance  Unit  in  China  is  financed  by  funds  administered  by  the  American 
Friends  Service  Committee  and  raised  largely  in  the  United  States  by  the  Unit¬ 
ed  China  Relief,  Inc.  However,  the  wording  of  this  amendment  was  interpreted 
by  the  officers  in  Selective  Service  as  prohibiting  them  from  signing  the 
necessary  papers  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  men  from  Civilian  Public  Service 
camps  to  such  medical  service  abroad.  Seven  men  who  sailed  in  June  and  had 
reached  Durban,  South  Africa,  were  ordered  by  the  State  Department  to  return 
to  the  United  States.  Ralph  Curtis  and  Vi’ilfred  Clannin  have  arrived,  and  the 
others  are  ©n  their  way  home. 

The  cosmopolitan  character  of  the  Ambulance  Unit  is  indicated  by  the  religious 
affiliation  of  the  first  unit  of  seven  picked  for  overseas  service  —  two 
members  of  the  Church  of  the  Brethren,  two  Methodists,  one  Baptist,  one  Men- 
nonite  and  one  Friend. 


In  the  mail  last  week  came  this  letter  from  Oak  Park,  Illinois: 

’’The  terrific  bombings  during  Thanksgiving  week  have  been  extremely 
tragic  and  brutal.  The  suffering  resulting  from  them  can  achieve  no 
good  end.  Also,  they  are  contrary  to  the  Love  that  Jesus  taught. 
The  United  Nations  must  not  ’out-Herod  Herod’  ....  The  concern  to 
voice  a  protest  to  these  bombings  came  out  of  our  meeting  this  morn¬ 
ing  ....  I  feel,  along  with  other  members  of  the  Oak  Park  Meeting, 
that  our  Society  has  a  message  of  love  and  mercy  at  this  time.” 


prepared  by 
£.  Raymond  Wilson 


